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for future classes and adding new values to Law School traditions of
painstaking effort and distinctive workmanship."
Dean Wettach saw the 1949 General Assembly respond to his urging
with an appropriation to double the size and facilities of the law building
he had inherited in 1941. In short, he turned over the Law School to his
successor in 1949 as a going concern with the largest and best equipped
faculty, student body, building, and facilities in the hundred and four
years of its history.
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Henry Brandis, Jr.-Dean and Professor of Law
1949-1964
Henry Brandis came to this Law School Faculty by way of Salisbury,
North Carolina, where he was born; the Salisbury Public Schools; the
University of North Carolina and its Law School; Columbia University
Law School; law practice in New York City; the Institute of Government; and the Division of Tax Research in the State Department of
Revenue. He became Assistant Professor of Law in 1940, Associate
Professor in 1941, and Professor in 1947. He started his career as Dean
of this Law School on July 1, 1949, and stopped it fifteen years later-on
June 30, 1964. This writing touches the joints in the backbone of his
record in the years between.
Dean Brandis' first report discussed the elemental factors in the
building of the Law School itself: the students, the faculty, the curriculum, the library, the law review, the alumni, and the law building. It
went on to discuss the Law School in its setting: in the life of the University, the State, the United States, and in the processes of legal education in this country. It plugged the Law School into the sockets of these
surrounding relationships and described a going concern. Later reports
with the same framework followed a similar pattern. The points of
emphasis represent his sense of values and continues through all the
reports. The difference is not in the values; it is in the voltage, growing
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to the last report. It gives one the feel of a man who knew his business
from the start and went about it without lost time or motion.
The unifying theme of all these values is in the dedication paragraph,
written as the climax to his first report in 1949, and reprinted in the
same words as the be-all and end-all of every one of his reports for fifteen
years: "It is our devout ambition that the School, through its library,
its student body, its faculty and its graduates, may not only occupy, but
may truly deserve a place of steadily growing importance in the field of
legal education and in the life of our state."
The Students. There were two hundred eighty-eight students in the
Law School when Brandis took over the deanship in 1949. This number
dropped year by year to two hundred fifty with the decreasing backlog of veterans from World War II. It steadily climbed again to three
hundred seventy-six by 196 3 -the highest peak in Law School history.
The graduating class climbed from seventy-three in 1949 to ninety-nine
in 1964. In that year applications for admission to the school were
running forty-two percent ahead of the number applying the year before.
The quality of the student body, as measured by academic standards, was
steadily improving throughout these fifteen years. Fifty-five per cent of
entering students came with college degrees-A.B. or B.S.-in 1951 and
eighty-seven per cent in 1963.
The School held its character as a state university law school with
eighty-five per cent of its students coming from North Carolina. "Our
objective," wrote the Dean in one of his reports, "is not to become a
second or third rate national law school. Rather it is to remain a first
line state university law school."
The school outgrew inbreeding as it drew a steadily increasing percentage of students with all, or part, of their undergraduate work at
institutions other than the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill.
The number of colleges and universities represented in the student body
grew through the years to a hundred and four in 1963, coming from
fourteen states and three foreign countries.
During Brandis' administration, these students converted the Law
School Association into the Student Bar Association, continuing old
activities and adding new ones. They expanded student participation in
the work of the Law School and its administration in many ways: by
introducing new students to the life and work of the school, through
orientation programs commencing before registration in September and
lasting for three days, and providing a handbook describing procedures
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and personnel; by organized greeting of the Alumni at a reception in the
Law Building after the homecoming game in October; by organizing
the annual reunion dinner meeting of former editors of the Law Review
which later expanded into the annual meeting of all former students on
Law Alumni Day; by bringing prominent lawyers to speak to the Law
School as a whole; by publishing The Tar Heel Barrister as a connecting
link between students and alumni; by operating liason committees to
work with the Law Librarian and with the Dean and Faculty on day to
day problems of the school; by arranging weekend picnics in the fall
and spring for students and faculty and their families; by establishing
the Honor Court to handle problems of discipline and set standards of
conduct; by coordinating a student legislature which collects fees, appropriates money to finance student undertakings, and appoints student committees to operate student activities of all sorts and sizes; by publishing
a brochure giving the pictures and records of graduating students and
operating a placement service as an aid to getting jobs; by conducting
the moot court competition-which was mandatory for all first year
students, voluntary for all second year students, with the second year
winners competing in the national moot court competition in their third
year.
The Law Wives Association is included in law student activities on
the common law theory that man and wife are one and the man is the
one. These law wives meet every other week to talk things over among
themselves, hear visiting speakers on topics interesting to themselves,
conduct an annual fashion show, engage in cultural activities adding to
the context of their lives and education in Chapel Hill, serve coffee
and cookies in the student lounge to students going through the ten
day ordeal of examinations in January and May-in addition to holding full and part time jobs to put their husbands through school.
The Faculty. There were eleven members of the faculty in 1949,
including the Librarian. It held together without a break for fourteen
years until retirement took one member in 1962 and death took another
in 1963--despite offers and opportunities inviting many of them to go
to other places for higher salaries. Mary Oliver was added as Librarian
and given faculty status in 1955; Dan Pollitt and George Hardy came
to the Law School in 1957.
In his report for the year 1957-58, Dean Brandis said: "For the
past several decades our faculty has been the most remarkably stable
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law faculty in the United States. At present, excluding the Dean and
Law Librarian, we have eleven full time teachers."
This number was made up of Mr. Wettach, who had been brought
to the faculty by Dean McGehee in 1921 and had served for thirty-seven
years; Mr. Van Hecke, brought first by Dean McGehee and later by
Dean McCormick, for thirty two years; Mr. Coates, brought by
Dean McGehee in 1923, for thirty-five years; Mr. McCall, brought by
Dean McGehee, for thirty-one years; Mr. Breckenridge, brought by
Dean McCormick, for thirty-one years; Mr. Hanft, brought by Dean
Van Hecke, for twenty-seven years; Mr. Dalzell, brought by Dean Van
Hecke, for twenty-one years; Mr. Baer, brought by Dean Wettach, for
thirteen years; Mr. Pollitt, brought by Dean Brandis, for one year. Mr.
Aycock had been brought by Dean Wettach and had served for eight
years before becoming Chancellor in 1956. Dean Brandis himself had
been brought by Dean Van Hecke and had served for nine years before
becoming Dean in 1949.
"Assuming that all continue in good health," continued Dean Brandis
in his report, "in the period beginning in 1961 and ending in 1966 a
majority of our full-time teachers will reach mandatory retirement age."
To prepare for these departures new men were added: Robin Hinson in
1958, Seymour Wurfel, Dickson Phillips, Dan B. Dobbs, Richard Day,
and John W. Scott in 1960; Thomas W. Christopher and Kenneth L.
Penegar in 1961; Ernest L. Folk, III and Robert G. Byrd in 1962.
During these fifteen years fifteen members of the faculty contributed
32 articles to the North Carolina Law Review, and 14 articles to law
reviews and other publications throughout the country. Mr. Van Hecke
published a Casebook on Equitable Remedies, which became the leading
casebook in the field of Equity, wrote chapters in a treatise on Labor Law
under the auspices of the Association of American Law Schools, and
wrote the chapter on Equitable Remedies in the Fourth edition of Ballantine's Problems in Law. Hanft published a book: You can Believe, A
Lawyer's Brief for Christianity. Aycock and Wurfel published a book
on Military Law; Baer, a treatise on Admiralty Law of the Supreme
Court; and Dalzell, chapters in books entitled American Court Reports
and How I Find the Law. All members of the faculty participated in
writing the annual survey of North Carolina Supreme Court decisions
and the biennial survey of statutes passed by the North Carolina General Assembly.
During these fifteen years they participated in the activities of state
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departments, commissions, and other agencies of government: Professor
Hanft served six years on the General Statutes Commission-as member, vice chairman, and chairman; Professor McCall continued his work
as member of a subcommittee of this commission, studying Intestate
Succession Statutes, and when the recommendations of this committee
were written into law he served on a subcommittee drafting a revision
of the statute governing the administration of decedant's estates. In
1961, he became chairman of this committee. Breckenridge served six
years on a subcommittee of this commission on the revisal of Corporation
Laws, and the recommendations of this committee were enacted into
law in 1953. Brandis and Phillips worked with a subcommittee of this
commission on redrafting Civil Procedure Laws. Coates served as a
member of the Commission on Public-Local and Private Legislation and
was its research director. He also was a consultant to the State's Municipal Roads Commission and the Stream Pollution Commission, a member
of the Advisory Commission on Highway Safety, and he worked with
many agencies of state and local government.
Brandis served on the Legislative Commission for the Improvement
and Expediting of the Administration of Justice and on the Commission
studying revisions of the North Carolina Constitution, and worked with
Baer in research and drafting for the North Carolina Judicial Council.
Wettach served as arbitrator with the State Department of Labor's
Voluntary Arbitration Panel. McCall prepared a booklet for the North
Carolina Agricultural Extension Service to emphasize to farmers the importance of making wills. Hardy served as Executive Secretary of the
Commission to Recommend Changes in the North Carolina Constitution.
Van Hecke served on the North Carolina Employment Security Commission. Phillips served on the North Carolina Wildlife Commission.
Also, during these fifteen years, members of the Law School Faculty
worked on a variety of committees of the North Carolina Bar Association: Wettach on the Committee on Administrative Law and on
the subcommittee on Continuing Legal Education, Brandis and McCall
on the Special Committee on Taxation, Aycock on the Publicity Committee, Baer on the Committee on Courts and Civil Litigation and the
subcommittee on Continuing Legal Education, and Phillips as Chairman
of the Committee on Administrative Law. They have also been active
in other affairs of the Association, in the Institutes for Practicing Lawyers, and in the American Bar Association.
The faculty has also been active in the Association of American Law
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Schools: Van Hecke as Chairman of the Committee on Preparation of
Teaching Materials, member of the Council on Labor Law and the Council on Equity, President of the Association, and Chairman of the Special
Cormnittee on Faculty Appointments; Brandis as member of the Committee on Lawyers in Federal Services, of the Committee on Law Buildings, of the Council on Remedies, of the Committee on Revision of Library Standards, of the Council on Admission Tests and Procedures, of
the Panel of Law School Advisors, advisor to a Special Committee on
Discrimination in Law School Admissions, Chairman of the Committee
on Academic Freedom and Tenure, Chairman of the Nominating Committee at the Annual meeting, and on the Executive Committee of the Association; Aycock as member of the Council on Trade Regulations, of the
Committee on Cooperation with the American Law Institute, and as member of Curriculum Committee; Breckenridge on the Round Table Council
on Commercial Law; Baer as Chairman of the Inter-School Committee
to plan the Southeastern Regional Meeting of the Association, and on
the Committee on Educational Films; Wurfel on the Committee on
International Law; Christopher on the Committee on Racial Discrimination and on the Editorial Board of the Journal of Legal Education;
Pollitt as member of the Committee on Academic Freedom and Tenure;
and Dobbs as member of the Committee on Admissions to the Bar.
Miss Elliott served as a member of the Committee on Cooperation
with the American Library Association, and as President of the American Association of Law Libraries. Miss Oliver served as President of
a group which later became the Southeastern Regional Chapter of American Association of Law Libraries, and on the Committee on Chapters,
as Chairman of the Education Committee, and as Editor of the Membership News Section and contributor to The Law Library Journal published by the Association.
Faculty activities in other national areas during these fifteen years
included: Van Hecke and Wettach serving as arbitrators in labor disputes-Van Hecke as chairman of the President's Committee on Migratory Labor, Wettach on the Labor Panel of the American Arbitration
Association as a Labor Arbitrator; Aycock as personal assistant
to Frank P. Graham's United Nations Mission to India and Pakistan to settle the Kashmir dispute; Aycock as Lt. Colonel in the
office of the Judge Advocate of Third Army and as teacher of Army
Judge Advocate Officers; and Wettach as a member of the National
Academy of Arbitrators. Brandis also served seven years on the Ad-

NORTH CAROLINA LAW REVIEW

[Vol. 47

visory Board on Contract Appeals of the Atomic Energy Commission,
while Van Hecke served as member of a Special Advisory Committee
to the United States Secretary of Labor. Pollitt researched for the
National Advisory Committee on Farm Labor, and he and Van Hecke
were members of the National Advisory Committee on Farm Labor.
Van Hecke sat on the Board of Directors of the National Institute of
Labor Education, and Pollitt was a Special Assistant to the Chairman
of the National Labor Relations Board. Phillips served as North Carolina
Chairman for United Nations Day; Wurfel lectured in the Duke University World Rule of Law Center and researched for the Ford Foundation, studying the laws of Colombia. Day was a participant in a special
conference of the Civil Rights Commission.
During these fifteen years, Law faculty members served the University Faculty and Administration in many ways: Wettach as a member
of the Advisory Committee of the University, on the Administrative
Board of the Library, as Chairman of the Board of Governors of the
University Press, on the Administrative Board of the Institute for Research in Social Science, as Chairman of the Faculty, as member of the
Faculty Council, and as a member of various faculty committees; Van
Hecke as Chairman of the Faculty Committee on University Government,
member of the Faculty Council, and member of various other faculty committees. Hanft served as member of the Faculty Committee on Athletics,
the Committee on Established Lectures, and as member of various other
committees; Coates as the Founder and Director of the Institute of
Government and on the Advisory Committee on the Institute for Research in Social Sciences; Aycock as member of the Faculty Council,
member of other faculty committees, and as Chancellor of the University
of North Carolina in Chapel Hill; Brandis as ex officio member of
the Faculty Council, and on other faculty councils, chairman of the TV
Programming Council, and as Chairman of two special All-University
Committees; Breckenridge as member of the Administrative Board of
the College of Arts and Sciences; Dalzell as member of the Committee
on Retirement Allowances and other faculty committees; Oliver as member of the Faculty Council. Baer was a panelist discussing legal matters
of interest to the Medical School and as the Planning Committee Chairman for an Institute on Medico-Legal Problems; Christopher produced
a series of TV programs carried by WUNC-TV. Van Hecke received
a Kenan Professorship. Van Hecke and Brandis received the Thomas
Jefferson Award, Albert Coates the 0. Max Gardner Award, and Her-
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bert Baer received one of the original five Distinguished Professorships
and was singled out in Brandis' report for his "extraordinarily imaginative and effective teaching and writing."
During these fifteen years, other law schools have recognized the
calibre of members of this Law School faculty by inviting them to their
Law Schools as Visiting Professors: Wettach was invited to teach at
the University of Colorado, the University of Florida, and Duke University; Van Hecke at the University of Texas and Duke University;
Aycock at the University of Texas, University of Virginia, and the U.S.
Army School for Judge Advocates; Breckenridge at Louisiana State
University; Hanft at the University of Texas and Duke Law School;
Day at the University of Michigan; Dobbs at the University of Texas;
Christopher at Utah Law School; and Brandis at the University of
Texas, University of Colorado, and Stanford University.
Curriculum. Throughout the fifteen years of Brandis' leadership
the Law School curriculum was steadily adjusting to meet the demands
on the legal profession by the changing society in which we live. Old
courses were revised and new ones brought in-including seminar courses
with special emphasis on original investigation by students and the preparation of reports in an effort to extend the values of research and writing
from Law Reviev students to all students. To illustrate, in 1949 a
course in Brief Making was added, along with Taxation and Unfair
Trade Practices, and the courses in Civil Procedure were reorganized.
Other new courses were International Law and Legal Accounting in
1951; in 1952, Legal Writing, Military Law, and seminars on Wage
and Hour Law and Estate Planning; in 1954 seminars on Debtors
Estates, Labor Law, and Legislation; in 1955, a course in Admiralty
Law; in 1956, seminars in Jurisprudence, Corporation Finance, Law and
Accounting; in 1958, seminars in Arbitration Law and Constitutional
Law; in 1960, a course in Preparation for Trial, and seminars in Air
Law and Advanced Tax Problems; in 1962, a course in Corporate Income Tax; and in 1963, seminars in Legal Problems Involved in Doing
Business and in Legal History.
During these fifteen years the Law Library steadily grew from seventy
thousand to a hundred thousand volumes. A cataloging process was
started with a trained cataloguer who brought the collection into compliance with the library standards of the Association of American Law
Schools. The library staff doubled and tripled in size to include a librarian
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with an A.B., LL.B. and Library Science degrees, two full time assistants
with A.B. degrees, and ten part time student assistants.
During these fifteen years the stipend of the four top Editors of the
Law Review was raised from $250 to $750 a year. The Board of
Editors began on a nine year supplement to the Law Review index. The
scholastic requirement for editors was raised from a B average to a
high B. The articles, notes, comments, and book reviews expanded the
contents of the Law Review from six-hundred to one-thousand pages.
The survey of case law and statute law was continued and expanded,
bringing to lawyers of the state biennial reviews of the more important
laws of the General Assembly and the annual review of Supreme Court
decisions. And there was added the periodical analysis of problems basic
to the state and the legal profession such as the 1963 Symposium on
Civil Rights. All of these new and expanded activities furthered the
stated desire of the Dean "to present materials, trustworthy as to research and scholarship, of interest and value to the bar of the state."
During these fifteen years the summer school sessions brought fifty
or more of the great legal scholars and law school teachers of the country to law school classrooms at the rate of four each summer-adding
to the stimulus, variety, and content of legal education in this Law
School and strengthening the reputation of the School throughout the
country.
During these fifteen years the Law School Alumni were brought into
organized and active participation in the affairs of the Law School. The
process started in 1949 with the annual reception for the Law School
Alumni in the Law School Library after the homecoming football game.
It grew in 1951 with the annual dinner of former editors of the Law
Review. It grew further in 1952 with the organization of the Law
School Alumni and the expansion of the annual assembly of Law Review
Alumni to include all Alumni of the Law School.
In his 1952 report, Dean Brandis wrote: "The writer believes that
November 8, 1952 is potentially one of the most significent dates in the
107 years of Law School history"-referring to the organization of the
Law School Alumni Association-"for the purpose of contributing to
the sound future of the Law School by assisting the Law Review, increasing aid in student placement, resolving problems of curriculum and
teaching methods, encouraging prospective teachers to attend the Law
School, and enabling students to carry on activities that cannot be financed
by state funds." This Association grew from 200 active members contrib-
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uting $1,025 for Law School uses in 1953 to 1,109 members contributing $7,488 in 1963. Out of it grew the Law Foundation, starting with a
few Alumni contributing $572 in 1959 and growing to 281 Alumni contributing $5,016 in 1963, with $52,250 contributed by that time. The
Graham Kenan Fund was established in 1962 with a contribution of
$160,000 from Frank Kenan and the Sarah Graham Kenan Foundation.
A legacy of $10,000 from the estate of Thomas Ruffin has been added
to the Law Foundation's capital fund.
According to Dean Brandis' stated objective, appropriations from
these funds have been used for scholarships for needy students, to pay
travel expenses of the Law School Librarian to Los Angeles to accept
the Presidency of the American Association of Law Librarians to which
she had been elected, and to help publish The Tar Heel Barrister, which
was started by students to keep the Alumni in touch with the School.
During these fifteen years the Law Building, erected in 1923, was
doubled in size with an addition authorized by the 1949 General Assembly; and throughout the later years of his deanship, Dean Brandis pressed
without stint or limit for a new and larger building better adapted to
Law School needs. He moved it to the head of the University's Capital
Improvements Priorities list in 1963, saw it authorized by the 1965 General Assembly, and the Law School will move into this new building
for the fall term in 1968.
Institute of Government. There is another movement initiated by
Dean Brandis which may prove to be as significant in the Law School's
history as the beginning of Alumni participation in the activities of the
Law School and the coming of the Law Foundation, and that is the
beginning of the formal working relation with the Institute of Government in the early 1950's. Let me illustrate:
The first Law School professor, William Horn Battle, had put himself in the service of the state in the 1830's by revising and bringing up
to date the statute laws of North Carolina, annotated with Supreme Court
decisions. The second Law School Professor, John Manning, had continued this public service tradition in The Code of 1883. Professor
Lucius Polk McGehee had kept this tradition alive in the Consolidated
Statutes of 1918, and Atwell Campbell McIntosh had continued it as
Secretary and member of the County Government Advisory Commission in the early 1920's.
This public service tradition was expanded in the 1920's and continued thereafter by Professor Coates, who taught the Law School
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courses in Criminal Law, Municipal Corporations, Legislation, Family
Law, and the Seminar Course in Legal Problems Involved in Intergovernmental Relations. Services to local and state officials and the General Assembly grew out of these law school classrooms in the 1920's and
30's and outgrew them in the years that followed, finding expression
in the Institute of Government.
In 1933, Dean Van Hecke picked up and expanded the public service
tradition of the Law School by offering and giving the services of himself and other faculty members to the Legislative Commission for revising the North Carolina Constitution, to the General Statutes Commission, and in many other ways described in his reports and outlined
earlier in this writing. Dean Brandis went still further in expanding the
Law School's services to the state in ways already described in this
report. During the fifteen years of his administration and the administrations of his predecessors for forty years the Law School paid the full
time salary of the Founder and Director of the Institute of Government
and permitted him to devote half or more of his time to Institute activities.
In 1951 the Law Faculty followed the recommendation of Dean
Brandis in starting a working relation between the Law School and the
Institute of Government, which were following parallel and independent programs of service to the state and local units of government.
This beginning relation was described by Dean Brandis in his 1957
report: "As explained in the 1951 annual report the Law School and
the Institute of Government now have an arrangement under which
selected members of the Institute staff, all of whom are members of the
general University faculty and have degrees in law, assist in instructing
the courses taught by Mr. Coates. In this way our law students can
be given the advantage of the specialized experience of these men, which
includes intensive field and library research, particularly in criminal and
public law subjects. Those now designated as Lecturers in Law under
this program are George Esser, Philip P. Green, Jr., Henry W. Lewis,
John A. McMahon, and Ernest W. Machen, Jr." This sharing arrangement was later extended to include Clyde L. Ball, Jr., Richard Mysen,
and Roddy Ligon.
Pursuant to this agreement Dean Brandis invited Institute staff members to sit in on faculty meetings and attend Law School functions as
members of the faculty. The Law School and Institute began using
each other's services and facilities, including the Institute for Practicing
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Lawyers conducted by the North Carolina Bar Association. Efforts
were made to locate a building site for the new Institute of Government
building adjacent to the Law Building, but available space was lacking.
When the Institute building was erected at the eastern gateway to the
University, with room around it for added buildings, Dean Brandis'
report for 1961 carried the following paragraph: "A new law building
might well be placed in the area of the Institute of Government building.
As you will recall, this was a strong recommendation of the American
Bar Association and the Association of American Law School evaluators
in their report on their inspection of the school in the spring of 1960."
This has been done, and with the Law School moving into its new
building adjoining the Institute of Government this fall, the foundation
is laid for combining the resources of Law School and Institute of
Government into the Law Center envisioned by Dean Brandis in the
late 1950's and early 1960's.
This Law School trained all of the men who laid the foundation of
the Institute of Government in the early and middle 1930's, with the
exception of one man who was not a lawyer, and he got his undergraduate training in the University. The Law School continued to train
the men who held the life line of the Institute and kept it going in the
latter 1930's and early 1940's. It trained twenty eight, or well over half,
of the men who have worked on the Institute staff since World War II.
The Law School of today is the product of many men, working
since 1836 against the background and in the context of the first American State University to open its doors-on the fifteenth of January,
1795. It is the product of the labors of David Lowrie Swain, William
Horn Battle, John Manning, James C. McRae, Lucius Polk McGehee,
and Atwell Campbell McIntosh from 1845 to 1923. It is the product
of the labors of Harry Woodburn Chase, Merton Leroy Ferson, Charles
Tilford McCormick, Maurice Taylor Van Hecke, Robert Hasley Wettach, and their Faculties from 1923 to 1949. The Law School of today is what it is because these men were what they were. If Henry
Brandis has brought the Law School forward faster in the fifteen years
from 1949 to 1964 than it had come in the administration of any man
or group of men in any other period of its hundred and twenty-three
year history, he would be the first to say it is because he has been standing on the shoulders of these men who had gone before him.
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Illustrations of the Theme Song
Everyone reading the fifteen reports of Dean Brandis, as I have read
them, reads between the lines a larger picture of a Law School Faculty
moving into a growing participation: in the affairs of students beyond
the classroom; in civic affairs in Chapel Hill; in the affairs of the University of which the Law School is a part; in the affairs of the North Carolina Bar Association, the State of North Carolina, and the Association of
American Law Schools; and in the affairs of the nation. It may be said
that fifteen years of the life and record of Henry Brandis have become
the living illustration of the Law School at its growing best in all of
these relationships.
He has been teacher and scholar and has written his share and more
of articles appearing in the North Carolina Law Review. He has been
an administrator with his door open to all the students all the time
with a regularity that has become a legend.
He has served as adviser to the Chancellor and President of the
University on crucial questions of law and policy, as chairman of the
Faculty Committee on the relation of the Consolidated University to
the Board of Higher Education, chairman of the Faculty Committee
on Tenure and Academic Freedom, chairman of the Faculty Committee on the Visiting Speaker Ban Law, chairman of the Faculty Committee on Educational TV Programming, member of the Faculty Committee on Instruction, and member of the Administrative Board of the
School of Social Work.
He has served as a worker in the civic affairs of Chapel Hill, including the School Board, the Community chest, the Mayor's Committee
on Human Relations, and in his church-where he sat in the congregation, served on committees, occupied the pulpit, and appeared before the
district board in defense of a local minister involved in questions of
orthodoxy.
He has served as a participant in the activities of the North Carolina
Bar Association, including work as chairman or as member of committees on Civil Procedure, Taxation, Expediting and Improving the Administration of Justice in the Courts, Continuing Legal Education, and
as organizer and lecturer in Bar Association Institutes for practicing
lawyers.
He has served as a member of state commissions authorized by the
North Carolina General Assembly, including the Commission on Revis-
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ing the Constitution and the Commission on the Administration of
Justice in the Courts.
He has served as chairman or member of committees in the Association of American Law Schools, including: Lawyers in the Federal
Service, Law Building Plans, Council on Remedies, Admission Tests
and Procedures, Panel of Law School Advisers, Revision of Law Library Standards, special adviser to the Committee on Segregation, adviser
to the Special Committee on Discrimination in Law Schools, Academic
Freedom and Tenure, Nominating Committee, Law Building Planning,
Executive Committee.
He has served as a participant in national affairs as vice chairman
of the National Executive Council of United World Federalists, as a
member of the Advisory Board on Contract Appeals of the Atomic
Energy Commission, of the American Judicature Society, of the American Law Institute, of the American Association of University Professors, and of the Lawyer's Committee for Civil Rights Under Law formed
by President Kennedy. He has served in the armed forces of the United
States at Iwo Jima and Okinawa on the U.S.S. Texas, and as special
assistant to the United States Representative on the United Nations
Committee of Good Offices in Indonesia.
A Precise Mind
To all of these meetings and committees and assemblies he has
brought a mind which is a precision instrument. The superintendent
of the Chapel Hill School Board states that he was one of the most valuable school board members he had known in his experience, and gave
this illustration of his meaning: "An important question would come
up for discussion. One member after another would tell what he thought
about it but nothing was being settled. And then Henry would come in
with a few precise sentences that picked up the differing viewpoints,
bring them into focus and point the way to a solution which was not
so obvious before he spoke." Any member of the University faculty
can tell of his doing the same thing in faculty assemblies when the point
under consideration was getting lost in the confusion of many voices.
And so in other gatherings where he worked. A few days ago I was
reading the memoirs of Claud Bowers, and ran across this description
of the United States Senator Tom Walsh, which is a literal description
of Henry Brandis in action:
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He was on the Committee on Privileges and Elections, which numbered
among its members some of the greatest lawyers in the Senate. I was secretary of the committee. The members would be mulling over a measure that
involved some intricate legal difficulty, talking incessantly without reaching a
solution, and Walsh would sit in silence, looking down. At length he would
straighten his chair, lean forward, fix his eyes on his colleagues, and in one or
two precisely spoken sentences suggest the wording that ended the discussion.

With this mental precision working for him it is perhaps to be
expected that he suffers fools-never gladly, sometimes tolerantly, sometimes with obvious impatience, sometimes with a patience obvious enough
to turn impatience into a virtue. Sometimes he suffers them not at
all-with a thrust which can be lethal, and sometimes is. Here is one
illustration. One year the Law School registration came on a Friday.
That night he talked to the annual convocation of students and faculty
on the state of the Law School, emphasizing the virtues of getting to
classes on time, and meeting responsibilities as they come. No one ever
heard of classes starting on Saturday, though a look at the schedule
would have shown it. Two members of the faculty were scheduled to
set law students an example of meeting classes on time on this particular
Saturday morning, and they did not show up. The Dean called one of
them and found he was somewhere on the highway from Virginia Beach
to Chapel Hill and could not be reached. Then he called me-in an
office in another building. "Can you read?" he asked with all the fury
of molten lava which had not caught the man who was already fleeing
from the wrath to come. There was only one sensible answer to this
question, put in this way, and that was No; and that is what I told
him. This reply was briefly satisfying to me, but not at all satisfying
to him. The upshot of his reply was that I should pick up that part
of my anatomy which was usually covered up, and hurry over to the
classroom where my students were meeting their responsibility if I were
not meeting mine. I followed his instruction to the letter, and I don't
mean maybe.
Here is another illustration. The Law Faculty was passing on petitions for readmission to the Law School by students who had flunked
out. The feeling which is said to make men wondrous kind found full
expression in these meetings. Precision and logic seldom ruled the roost.
Now and then we would vote in men with records showing little promise
of improvement and then vote out men with better records than men
we had voted in-leaving the Dean to justify the ways of faculty to
students and their parents. One day he got fed up with this desultory
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process and broke in with this graphic expression of an inexpressible
disgust: "I see the faculty lacks one vote of a tie on this applicant.
For the first, and I hope the last, time in my Deanship, I am going to
vote as a faculty member to tie the vote and then vote as Dean to break
the tie." This may have been unconstitutional but no one raised the
point at that particular time. He told me the other day, when I checked
this illustration with him for accuracy, that one faculty member had
come to him with a wife's observation that the Dean's procedure was
against all the rules of order. But I noted that this observation came
from the faculty member's wife-not from him. Which goes to show
that the least arbitrary of men confirms an exception which proves the
rule.
A Precise Conscience
If his mind is a precision instrument, it is wedded to a conscience
working with no less precision. He has his own high code of conduct
and comes as close to living up to it year in and year out as any man
I know. He comes as close to judging fairly, and bluntly, as any man I
know. He comes as close to meeting his responsibilities with courage,
candor, and conscience, as any man I know. Let me illustrate my
meaning.
He had practiced law in New York City for two years when he
came to North Carolina to work with me in laying the foundations
of the Institute of Government. That was thirty years ago, and I can
hear him protesting now: "For two years I have not heard the question
raised as to whether it is morally right to break a contract, but only
what will it cost?"
He was at one time called on to testify in a judicial proceeding
that the Law School of the North Carolina College for Negroes in
Durham was as good as the Law School of the University of North
Carolina in Chapel Hill, so as to keep a Negro applicant out of the
Law School in Chapel Hill. He did not believe it was as good and
steadily refused to go on the witness stand and say it was as goodin the face of pressures which had been strong enough to triumph over
other men in other places at that time.
He resigned from a school board which refused a Negro child's
application to the public schools for reasons he did not think would
stand up in court, saying:
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On the issue of racial integration in the public schools I am, in my own
eyes, a moderate. I fully appreciate (and on occasion have publicly stated my
appreciation of) the enormous difficulties and real educational dangers inherent
in rapid integrtion. . . . To qualify as a member of the Board, I took a
solemn oath to support the Constitution of the United States. I felt, and still
feel, that had I voted to deny the Vickers application I would have violated
the oath. . . . Constitutional rights are personal. A promise, as yet untested
and untestable, to recognize the constitutional rights of a first grader in the
future is not valid justification for a present denial of the constitutional rights
of a sixth grader. . . . In the last analysis it comes to a matter of conscience.
I say this with great diffidence, most strongly urging the reader to remember
that my purpose here is not to advise the reader or other Board members what
their consciences should dictate. My sole purpose is to attempt to account for
my action to my fellow citizens, who are clearly entitled to an accounting.
There come times in the life of every man when his conscience lays upon
him a very strong mandate. He should not be naive in heeding it. He should
be aware that it is subjectively possible to identify as the dictate of a mature
conscience what is, in reality, a mere juvenile desire to have his own way.
He should be doubly aware that there are others, decent and perceptive, whose
consciences impel them in other directions. If he is experienced and not given
to self-deception he knows, in the light of hindsight, that his conscience is
capable of error.
Nevertheless, as a man undertakes to find an enlightened way through the
smokes and smudges of the high controversies of his time, he increasingly perceives that his hardest task of life is to live with himself. The penalties
inherent in taking action strongly disapproved by others whom he respects
become less frightening than the penalty inherent in living with the knowledge
that, at a time of critically significant decision, he lacked the fortitude to do
what he knew in his heart to be right. When, after being tested by the
most objective standards a man can bring to bear, the mandate of conscience
lies still sufficiently strong and heavy, it should be heeded. Long personal
experience with my foibles and few strengths convinces me that there is far
greater likelihood that a man will fail his conscience than that his conscience
will fail the man.

I saw him write this notice and put it on the Law School Bulletin
board on the day President Kennedy was shot:
ON THE DEATH OF PRESIDENT KENNEDY
We are sure that each student and faculty member in the Law School
joins us in a reverent prayer for the family of President Kennedy, for the
people of the United States, and for the welfare of our country.
Let us also, to the extent that it is within our power to do so, ennoble
the death of the President by rededicating ourselves to the ideals of the
profession we have chosen. Let it once more be burned deeply into each of us
that law and justice provide the indispensable framework for order in society
and peace among men; that the reiterated voicing of unrestrained hatreds is as
cancerously murderous within the body politic as is controlling and consuming
hatred within the individual human soul; and that contempt for and defiance of
law, particularly when expressed by lawyers, are preludes and incitements to
tragic and fatal violence.

He spoke out in the Chapel Hill Weekly against a rising tide of
civil disobedience:
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I was very glad to read that the local Ministerial Association has indicated
that it does not support the traffic-blocking activities with which Chapel Hill
has recently been blessed. I noted, also, that the Association requested Chapel
Hillians to try to understand these demonstrations have been directed not only
against segregated facilities, but also against the community, because the community could change the situation if it would.
I believe that this latter is already understood by the overwhelming majority
of Chapel Hill citizens. We understand that the reasoning involved is precisely
the same as that which induces a military occupation force to take and shoot
hostages, regardless of individual guilt. To penalize an individual because he
is a member of a community is as irrational and immoral as to penalize him
because he is black.
It is clear enough that CORE and its cohorts, by their recent methods of
operation, have been proceeding, as rapidly and effectively as is within their
power, to destroy the essential moral basis of the movement for racial justice.
The statement of the Ministerial Association is a welcome indication that it is
already beginning to identify some of the dangers inherent in the scofflaw
Christianity which some of its members have been preaching.
The Association is obviously struggling with the thorny question of which
laws it is moral to flount. The scofflaw doctrine, unfortunately leaves each
minority to determine this for itself. It is not more saintly to engage in
criminal activity merely because one disapproves the law being violated than,
as in the case of the traffic-blocking, to engage in such activity because one
disapproves some other law or some general condition in the community. At
least, if this is saintly, then Barnett, Wallace and General Walker are equally
entitled to canonization. (Incidentally, to label the recent criminal activities
"civil disobedience" has about the same measure of accuracy as the Russian
use of "people's democracy.")
Those who have been making it should abandon the attempt, in the framework of the reasonably democratic society in which we live, to furnish moral
underpinning for organized law breaking. The preservation of effective democracy is always a delicate and difficult task, at best, and only a very small
portion of humanity has ever managed to accomplish it. No democracy can
survive if every minority is allowed to take the law into its own hands, turning
its back on peaceful persuasion and all the opportunities available for use of
ordinary political and judicial processes.
The doctrine that organized law breaking is the moral and Christian way
to behave is dangerously subversive not merely of public order in general,
but also of individual rights and the personal safety and security of every citizen,
whatever his race, color or creed.
A glance backward over developments in the United States during the past
decade demonstrates conclusively that much progress has been made, through
ordinary civic, political and judicial processes, toward more equal justice for
the Negro. Measured by the time taken to effect other profound changes in
human relations, the pace of this progress has been rapid. (The pace can be
considered glacial only by those who have the fanatic's characteristic myopia
or youth's unavoidably foreshortened perspective.) There is no possibility that
more completely equal justice can be achieved for the Negro through the destruction of public order. I concede that, through such destruction, there can
be achieved for him a sort of equality-the tragic equality of injustice and
insecurity for all.
On the same day he wrote this letter to the Chapel Hill Weekly, he

wrote another letter to his Congressional Representatives:
I am enclosing a copy of a letter of mine, published in the February 19th
Chapel Hill Weekly, severely criticizing: (1) the recent campaign of organized
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law breaking in Chapel Hill; and (2) the attempt to depict the campaign as
a moral and Christian endeavor. I am writing you because I think that Senate
consideration of the Civil Rights Bill is highly relevant to the situation in
Chapel Hill and in many other communities in North Carolina and elsewhere.
I urge you not only to refrain from participating in any filibuster but also
that you use your personal influence to persuade other Senators to refrain from
such participation. It seems to me to be incontrovertible that the blocking of
vital legislative traffic on the floor of the Senate is a more deadly danger to
the future of democracy in the United States than is the blocking of automobile
traffic on the streets of Chapel Hill.
I am not undertaking to argue the merits of the Civil Rights Bill as a
whole or in detail. If it is bad as a whole, it should be defeated. If it is
good as a whole, it should be passed. If it is good in part and bad in part, it
should be passed as appropriately amended. But in any event, it should be
allowed to come to a vote. I am sure that millions of Americans agree with me
that the protagonists in the movement for racial justice should eschew organized
law breaking and stick to lawful methods normally available in our democratic
society. But this view presupposes that the legislative process-a critical part
of such normal methods-will be available to them to the point of securing
a vote on the merits ...

This record gives the background and underpinning of the Thomas
Jefferson Award going to him from the University of North Carolina

at Chapel Hill in a general meeting of the University faculty on April
24, 1964. In the words of Chancellor William B. Aycock this award
goes each year "to that member of the academic community who through
personal influence and the performance of his duties has exhibited the
highest example of personal and scholarly integrity. These personal and

professional qualities would be as nearly as possible those which Thomas
Jefferson would have recognized as essential to the political, religious,
and intellectual advancement of society."

He quit his deanship on June 30, 1964, of his own free will, at the
age of fifty-five, ten years short of the Trustee limit of sixty-five for

administrative responsibility. He quit with the satisfaction of knowing
that more than half of the 2200 living alumni of this Law School have
gone through its classrooms in the fifteen years of his deaning. He
quit with the satisfaction of knowing that there has never been a moment
in these fifteen years when he was not the undisputed leader of the
school entrusted to his keeping. He quit with the satisfaction of knowing that, without exception, his students and his colleagues wanted to see
him keep on going as Dean, and that they are happy to see him keep on
going as a colleague. He shares the satisfaction of pulling in harness
with them in the service of North Carolina, the University of North
Carolina, the Law School of the University of North Carolina, the
South, and the Nation.
In the February, 1964 issue of the North Carolina Law Review he
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paid this tribute to the late Professor Maurice Taylor Van Hecke: "I
wrote about him happily because he was a man upon whom I could
heap the highest praise without the slightest danger of prejudicing my
own integrity or of inflating his ego beyond its naturally modest proportions." It may come as a surprise to him to find that there are those
who can write happily about him for similar reasons.
Twenty years ago I said that Henry Brandis was as fine a combination of brains, character, and personality as I had taught in twenty years
of teaching. After forty years of teaching I repeat that statement now
-in tribute to the man who was once my student, later my colleague,
then my dean, and always my superior.

James Dickson Phillips, Jr.-Dean and Professor of Law
1964James Dickson Phillips came to the Deanship of the Law School on
July 1, 1964. He was born in Scotland County, North Carolina, on
September 23, 1922. He graduated from the Laurinburg public schools
in 1939, from Davidson College in 1943 with the B.S. degree, and from
the University of North Carolina Law School in 1948 with the J.D.
degree. While a student in college he was captain of the varsity baseball team and made Phi Beta Kappa grades. While a student in law
school his high ranking grades brought him the degree of Juris Doctor,
an Associate Editorship of the North Carolina Law Review, and the
Order of the Coif.
He was in military service in the United States Army from 1943 to
1946 and was Rifle Platoon Leader in the 513th Parachute Infantry of
the 17th Airborne Division in the European Theatre of operations. He
fought in three campaigns: Ardennes, Rhineland, and Central Europe
and won the Bronze Star for Valor, with oak cluster, the Purple Heart,
a Presidential Unit Citation, and an Invasion Arrowhead.
He was Assistant Director of the Institute of Government from 1948
to 1949 and in private practice from 1949 to 1959, with offices located
in Laurinburg and Fayetteville. He practiced in city, county, state, and
federal courts in Scotland, Cumberland, and adjoining counties. From
1960 to 1964 he was Lecturer and Associate Professor of Law in the
University of North Carolina Law School, and he has been Dean and
Professor since July 1, 1964. He is author of the 1964 and 1968 supple-
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ments to McIntosh, North Carolina Practice and Procedure. He is an
Elder in the Presbyterian Church, and a member of Rotary. He is a
former member of the N.C. Bar Association Board of Governors and
of the N. C. Wildlife Resources Commission. He is presently a member
of the North Carolina Courts Commission, a Director of the Local Board
of the North Carolina National Bank in Chapel Hill, and a member of the
N. C. and American Bar Associations and of the Continuing Legal Education Committee of the N. C. Bar Association.
The continuity of Law School progress in his deanship is illustrated
by the fact that the new law building which Dean Brandis had brought
to the top of the priorities in the University capital improvements program, and which had come through the General Assembly of 1965 with
an appropriation of $1,880,000, was expanded with a grant of $730,000
under the Higher Education Facilities Act, of $50,000 from the Graham
Kenan Foundation, of $5,000 from Mrs. Alfred W. Haywood, and of
$5,000 from the family of W. M. Hendren-all through the initiative
leadership of Dean Phillips.
Because his place in this chronicle cannot yet be told by another
chronicler, I have asked Dean Phillips himself to assess the problems
and concerns and challenges of his administration. Dean Phillips:
From the beginning of the "modern law school"-that is, from the
time of Chase's great upbuilding-down to the beginning of the term of
this writer in July of 1964, I think the chronicle can be fairly summarized in the following way. Despite the vicissitudes brought about by
World War II, and its always inadequate financial support, this law
school had consistently maintained and steadily improved its performance
and its reputation. This reputation in law school circles had come to be
that of a stable, effective, truly professional state university law school.
Not famous as an innovator nor as a major producer of legal literature,
it was widely respected and admired for the integrity of its people and
its processes, and greatly envied for the cohesiveness and institutional
loyalty of its faculty. Among those who appreciate the virtue, it was
justly admired as a school basically concerned with doing an honest,
thorough job of educating law students-as a fine "teaching" school.
This reputation was built and earned by the leadership-through the
times described above by Professor Coates-of Deans Van Hecke, Wettach and Brandis. Its Law Review had been born, nurtured, and was
solidly established as a nationally respected journal of legal literature. Its
library collection-the physical heart of a law school-had been built
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from around 25,000 volumes in the early thirties to over 100,000. In
the last decade it had developed from very modest beginnings financial
support from alumni and other private sources which approximated 5
per cent of its support from university appropriations. The physical
plant had been practically doubled in size in 1952.
Thus, it can be said that no real problems associated with inherent
weakness greeted the new dean in July of 1964. But problems there
were-from forces operating inexorably from outside the school's processes and independently of its own internal history. Meeting these problems has necessarily been the prime concern of the law school in the
months since. They have not all been resolved, nor will they all ever
be. They have to do essentially with growth in size. Without minimizing
the critical importance of improving the quality of day to day performance, the problems of accommodating to so substantial a period of
growth as has been experienced over the last four years have dominated
our concerns.
It all comes essentially from the population explosion in this country,
aided by the general impetus to graduate and professional education of
the post World War II period. With us, a clear upward trend in enrollments had been established in the mid-fifties. But it was modest until
1964, at about a 10 per cent average annual increase: from 233 in 1955,
to 242 in 1956, 222 in 1957, 253 in 1958, 268 in 1959, 313 in 1960,
328 in 1961, 340 in 1962, to 376 in 1963. All this came about without
any attempt to control the number of admissions beyond the control
imposed by a relatively modest admission policy which remained essentially unchanged during these years. But in the fall of 1964 came the
beginning of a new era in applications for admission to this law school.
Using the same admission standards as in recent years, we enrolled that
Fall an entering class of 236. The largest previous entering class had
been the 177 admitted the prior year. This brought total enrollment to
451, against the former peak of 376 the year before. With indications
clear that this was no mere episode, but the beginning of an absolutely
new condition in the demand for legal education, we had the completely
new problem of controlling size to accommodate to space limitations.
That it was indeed a new and permanent condition is borne out by the
continued increase in applications for admission since that date: from
580 in 1965, to 748 in 1966, to 1,078 applications for admission in 1967.
We had of necessity to devise new means of controlling admissions more
stringent than those previously used. These must be as fair and objec-
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tive and as accurately related to the prime concern-aptitude for law
study and practice-as could be devised. We have sought after much
study and discussion-which continues-to do this. Enrollment has been
held since 1964 at around 500. The inevitable result has been, on the
regrettable side, the rejection of numbers of applicants formerly admissible; on the positive side, the quite substantial upgrading of the average
level of aptitude among students admitted under the new standards. The
problem of devising and revising and honestly administering a more
restrictive but fair admission policy is now with the law school as one
of its major concerns for all time to come.
Accompanying this growth phenomenon, indeed born of it, was the
problem of planning the new law school building. Planning actually got
underway in 1963 in the preparation of space estimates. It continued
through visitations to other law schools to inspect their new buildings;
to consultations with architects over design features; to the processing
of an application for a federal grant to supplement the state appropriation; through continued consultation with architects, university engineers,
and private contractors down to completion in the fall of 1968. The
result of many hours of concern and work is a building which should
serve, and serve wonderfully, the physical needs of the school for many
years to come.
Also born of the essential phenomenon, but having its own peculiar
dimensions, was perhaps the most vital problem inherited in 1964--that
of substantially reconstituting and expanding the then existing-faculty.
Details of the subtleties and nuances, the frustrations and the plain hard
work which go into faculty recruitment must be foregone here in favor
of the bare statistics. These will give some notion of the extent to
which the total energies of the faculty and administration have had to
be devoted to this central concern. Some prelude is essential to record
the sheer shock of transition which has occurred here. As developed
earlier by Professor Coates, the size of the law school faculty and indeed
its very composition remained relatively constant during all the years
described by him as the years of the modern law school-approximately
the years of the deanships of Van Hecke, Wettach and Brandis. In
1949 the number of the faculty (including the Librarian) was eleven,
and of these eleven, eight had been on the faculty since at least the early
Thirties. By 1962 the number had grown by three to fourteen; in 1964,
by three more to seventeen. In 1962 there was set in motion the inevitable attrition, by death and retirement, of the old faculty nucleus. This
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sad onset, together with the need for absolute expansion, had generated
by 1964 a problem in recruitment of new faculty whose dimensions still
startle as they are again here recorded: Since 1964, eleven new faculty
members have been added, and we begin this fall of 1968 with a total
of twenty-seven occupying full-time positions, and one a half-time position. This is exactly twice as many as made up the faculty of just six
years ago. Perhaps as critical a problem as recruitment of new faculty
members is that of their retention and absorption and the hoped-for
development in them of a sense of institutional loyalty. This process
too has been very much a part of this period.
It would be fatuous to attempt at this close range any ultimate
appraisal of our success in coping with the problems of student admissions and faculty recruitment and retention with their new dimensions,
or even with that of planning the new building. Judgment on all must
await the testing and experience of more years. It may not be amiss
however to record now a basic feeling of confidence on the part of this
writer that essentially we have done a creditable to good job on all. But
it would be less than candid to fail to express one deep concern. This
is the absolutely critical problem of the retention of a first rate faculty
in this day when additional financial support is so badly needed.
A final word is needed in this summary of essential concerns and
problems of the law school in the period since July, 1964. It may well
seem that the complete emphasis up to this point on problems of student
admission, faculty recruitment and retention, and physical plant construction suggests a failure to be concerned with what is, after all, the
essential question: How good a job is the larger faculty recruited doing
with the larger number of students admitted to study henceforth in the
new and larger building just constructed? It must be admitted that the
pressure of attending to the sheer mechanics of the operation in such a
time as has been described can obscure to some degree this essential
concern. And it is undoubtedly the case that we need most of all now
to turn our major attention to the improvement of the quality of our
performance at this central task. Here too, aside from the eternal problem of self-examination and improvement of the internal processes, there
are new and powerful forces operating outside our own processes to
which response must be made. These have to do with the entirely new
dimensions, both qualitative and quantitative, in the demand for legal
services; the re-structuring of the profession in our region along lines
tending more and more to individual specialization in medium to large-
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sized firms; and with the fundamental examination now being undertaken by the most responsible elements of the profession into the basic
premises of its organization and conduct. All these impinge upon and
must be taken into account by any responsible law school of this day
as it devises its curriculum; inquires into the validity of its teaching
methodology; explores the validity of adjunct programs of a clinical or
internship type; and inquires into the proper extent of its concern with
the development of student attitudes toward as well as skills in "the
law." It is to such vital concerns that we must now turn our major
attention in the strength of our new faculty, our new students and our
new physical facilities.
VAN HECKE-WETTACH LAW BUILDING
The present law building wears the name of one of its most respected
and best-loved deans and teachers: John Manning. It will continue to
wear his name as it is adapted to the use of social sciences related to
the law-a relationship he saw and pioneered through his deanship. The
new building to which the Law School moves in September wears the
names of two of its former teachers and deans, respected and loved in
their day as John Manning was in his.
Mr. Van Hecke. Mr. Van Hecke taught in this Law School for
thirty-seven years, and was dean for ten of those years. Here is an
appraisal of Mr. Van Hecke written by one of his first students, Fred
McCall:
"It was my privilege to know Maurice Taylor Van Hecke for fortytwo years. Through these years I knew him as my teacher, my colleague
and my friend. However, it took very little time after our initial acquaintance for me to know him and love him for the genuine warmth of his
friendship, to know and admire the brillance of his mind, and to know
and respect the breadth and depth of his scholarship.
"I first met Van in the Fall of 1921 when, after a six-year high
school teaching career, I returned to the University to study law. At
that time Van was just beginning his first year of teaching in the Law
School as an Associate Professor. Even then he was an excellent teacher
and, although the School because of its rather low entrance requirements
did not always attract the better prepared student, Van at first took no
cognizance of this fact and made no compromise either in the high
standards he had set for himself as a teacher or in the quality of scholar-
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ship he demanded of his students. The more poorly prepared students,
who did not quite know what was happening to them, grew somewhat
apprehensive and in some cases even resentful that they were not doing
so well in the courses taught "over their heads" by this newcomer to
the faculty. Van, being the extremely sensitive person he was, almost
immediately sensed this unrest among his students. Perhaps because I
was a little more mature than some of the others, he called me into
his office and asked what the trouble was. I explained to him that these
boys were not used to such high standards and rigid disciplines of study
as he was demanding of them and that he should give them time to
become acclimated to the higher altitudes of legal study toward which
he was leading them. Van understood what I was trying to tell him.
He gave the students a little breathing time in which to catch up with
him; they soon realized what he was trying to do for them and, before
long, they and I were treading the high roads of legal learning in the
footsteps of a master teacher. I have related the above incident not to
show any ultimate compromise in Van's integrity as a teacher but only
to show that he was also a wise and understanding man. There is no
need to speak further of him as a teacher and a scholar-his distinguished
career speaks for itself....
"With characteristic energy, initiative, and foresight in planning Van
set the wheels in motion for the publication of the first issue of the
North CarolinaLaw Review which was to be the successor legal periodical to its four defunct predecessors-after a hiatus of sixteen or seventeen years. At the very beginning Van set high standards for the excellence of the infant publication. He simply would not tolerate mediocre
work by anyone connected with its publication. To interject a personal
note -I was fortunate enough in my first year of law to be selected by
Van and the other faculty members to serve as a student editor-Van
supervised the first case comment I wrote. I shall never forget his gentle
but firm insistence upon clarity and conciseness in thought and expression. To mix the metaphor somewhat, he literally held one's toes to
the fire as to every written word and phrase and sentence. Then after
one had written a comment Van made him rewrite and re-polish until
the comment glowed to Van's satisfaction. It was an invaluable lesson
to a fledgling lawyer who was later to become a law teacher.
"One more personal note with reference to the Law Review-I have
always been proud of the fact that I helped Van 'get out' the very first
issue of the Review. This means that after the first issue had come
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from the press Van and I spread the copies out on the dining room
table in his home where we sacked them into envelopes and addressed
them for mailing. It was a proud moment for both of us-and especially
for Van who could look with satisfaction upon the first result of his
excellent handiwork. It was also the foundation of a lasting monument
to him."
Here is another appraisal by one of his later students, Henry Brandis
"On December 5, 1963 for the first time in some four decades, death
came for an active member of the faculty of this Law School. With its
characteristic contempt for human priorities, it took the most distinguished member of that faculty, Maurice Taylor Van Hecke.
"Our sense of shock and loss was great, indeed. It was not that
he was called in the first prime of his life, for he had passed his seventyfirst birthday. It was not that he was called without being given an
adequate opportunity for fulfillment, for he had accomplished much more
useful work than may be marked up to the credit of the average good
and able man. It was not that he died before his work had been
acknowledged, for deserved recognition had been accorded him by his
church, his colleagues, his profession, his School, his University, his
State, and his Nation.
"But we of the faculty, seeing him so vigorous and so alert and so
free of problems of health, always assumed that he would certainly teach
until June 1965 and then be with us for an indefinite period as warm
friend, wise counsellor, and respected elder statesman. Until the day
he died we had not been warned and did not believe that it would happen.
"Maurice Van Hecke was one of my instructors when I was a law
student-indeed, one of the very best I had in seven semesters at two
law schools. He was my Dean when I joined this faculty. And he was
my colleague on the faculty for almost twenty-four years, including more
than fourteen years of my own service as Dean.
"During those years of association, so personally and professionally
profitable for me, I welcomed the opportunities I had to write about
him. I wrote about him happily because he was a man upon whom I
could heap the highest praise without the slightest danger of prejudicing
my own integrity or of inflating his ego beyond its naturally modest
proportions. But now, with the memory of his death painfully fresh, I
find writing about him to be very difficult. I must do so only briefly
and very simply, or I could not do it at all.
"Even if I desired to write about them, I am not the one to attempt
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a definitive appraisal of his scholarly books and articles; his many services, including a term as President, to the Association of American Law
Schools; his Kenan Professorship and Thomas Jefferson Award; and
his varied and valuable contributions, in countless official and unofficial
capacities, to state and national governments. I can attempt only to
express what he meant to me and his other colleagues-and, so remarkable was his character, that I gravely doubt that it is possible for me
to describe his impact with fidelity.
"He was a great teacher. He was a productive and profound scholar,
at once both meticulous and imaginative. He was the principal founder
of the Law Review. As faculty member and Dean, he, perhaps more
than any other single individual, helped to create the present Law School,
striving always to strengthen its standards, to improve its performance,
to keep it abreast of worthwhile new trends, and to send forth its graduates prepared to fill an able, thoughtful and honorable role in the legal
profession.
"However, to his colleagues, there was one further thing which typified him and leaves them richer for having known him. He was selfeffacing in their interest; while never provoking them with unsought
advice, he was forever available when advice was sought-and unfailingly
helpful; and he found much joy in any successes they might have. Beyond
even this, the example he set of unflagging devotion to the welfare of
the School was an inspiration to all of us-an inspiration which, most
fortunately, he left behind him as a still living force.
"Of all the many law teachers I have known, Maurice Van Hecke
is the one I wish I could have been."
Mr. Wettach. Mr. Wettach taught in this Law School for fortythree years and was dean for eight of those years. Henry Brandis gave
this appraisal of his life and work here:
"On August 29, 1964, Robert Hasley Wettach, a member of the
law faculty since 1921 and Dean of the Law School from 1941 to 1949,
departed this life on the wings of love.
"Bob Wettach taught me when I was a first year law student, was
a member of the committee which recommended my appointment to the
faculty, became Dean the year after I joined the faculty, and was an
invaluable member of the law faculty for the fifteen years I served as
Dean. For almost thirty-seven years I cherished his friendship and felt
toward him the deepest and warmest affection.
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"Distinguished as he was professionally, it is nevertheless his personal
qualities which will keep bright his memory in the hearts of his colleagues, students, friends and acquaintances. In his face there shone such
a glowing combination of strength of character, kindliness and unwavering decency that it was a joy to look at him; and I am glad that, long
before he died, I told him so ...
"Wherever he undertook to serve he served faithfully, diligently and
effectively-as teacher, scholar, author, educational administrator, visiting professor at a number of other schools, long-time Chairman of the
Board of Governors of the University Press, Chairman of the Faculty,
member of the Faculty Council and of countless committees, Alderman,
director of a building and loan association, arbitrator, chairman of the
commission which rewrote North Carolina's insurance statutes, and in
many other capacities. His was indeed a life which enriched the lives of
his fellow men.
"His Deanship fell at a most difficult time, embracing as it did the
years of World War II and its immediate aftermath, when the Law
School's enrollment ranged from 13 to 288. He dealt with both student
famine and student explosion with a calm and sure touch which greatly
eased the strains of both and, remarkably, at the same time maintained
and strengthened the professional standards of the School. No one I
have ever know could have done better.
"In terms of continuous membership, Bob Wettach was the senior
man on this law faculty for three decades. This gave him a unique
opportunity of which, through his superlative personal qualities, he took
full advantage. And his heritage will continue to affect profoundly his
surviving colleagues. Of this I am sure, because I have his old office;
and there will be a continuing challenge, never successfully met, to grace
it in the way he did."
John Kilpatrick, one of his later students and a practicing lawyer,
has given this appraisal:
"No one knows a law professor in just the same way his students
know him. Fellow faculty members and other colleagues may know him
better, but the students use a different perspective. To the students, each
professor looms larger than life. Personality traits are exaggerated. Any
personal flaw, pretention or idiosyncrasy, whether real or imagined, is
detached, analyzed, magnified and discussed at length in hundreds of
student bull sessions. Myths are created and perpetuated. Only the finest
teachers and men of completely natural sincerity survive this continuous
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searching, multiple scrutiny without distortion of their image. Robert
H. Wettach was such a teacher and such a man....
"In his classrooms, there was fine rapport and mutual respect between teacher and student. We seemed to be engaged in a common
search for knowledge of the law. There was never a hint that his teachings should be accepted without question because of his superior position
or his vastly greater knowledge. Like all great teachers, he relied solely
on the intrinsic validity and force of his ideas. Every student was inspired to think for himself and any difference of opinion was respectfully
examined.
"A great law professor does more than transmit a knowledge of the
law. He creates an atmosphere, a feeling, a respect and love for the
finest traditions of our profession. Robert Wettach's professional stature,
his self-evident integrity and devotion to the law, his many public services
to his state and to the nation provided an inspiring example. From him
we acquired a deep sense of dedication to the duties and responsibilities
to be expected of us as lawyers.
"In all contacts with his students as professor and as Dean of the
Law School, Bob Wettach was invariably fair, patient, and practical.
Many hours of his own limited time were spent in counselling to give
every possible assistance to all of the student body. His levelheaded
wisdom always produced sound, responsible advice. In his Torts course,
he explained the "reasonable man" criterion as a legal fiction, a convenient yardstick for determining liability but impossible to personify in
any particular individual. In retrospect, it now seems that our sensible
professor was perhaps himself the best concrete example of this abstract
legal concept."
Here is an appraisal by his colleague Albert Coates who taught with
him on this Law School faculty from 1923 to 1963:
"Mr. Wettach came to this Law School faculty in 1921 and stayed to
1963. I came here in 1923 and have stayed to 1968. For forty-three
years we worked as colleagues. In the latter days of his illness I wrote
him a letter from which I quote with the permission of his family:
"You and I share many memories. One of these relates to as great a
service as you ever did for this Law School-in changing the climate,
restoring the fellowship, uniting the faculty. You did it-effectively,
beautifully, and quickly. I doubt if another person could have done it.
That performance is one of the crowning glories of your deanship.
"There is another memory of the evening toward the end of your
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deanship when Gladys and I invited you and Alpha to break bread with
us on the back porch of the little house in Guy Phillips' back yard.
Some years before, a friend had given us the finest bottle of champagne
that money could buy in return for a service I had done him. We had
saved it through the years for opening on some great occasion. We
could think of no greater occasion to celebrate than the difference you
had made in my life and work-and that goes for Gladys too. That
was why we opened it for you.
"We were in the home of Fred and Sally Bowman a day or two
ago. Fred was recalling your years as Assistant Attorney General and
the quality of your work there which brought pressures from your friends
to run for the office of Attorney General, and your laughing inquiry:
'Who would vote for a man from Pittsburgh with a name spelled and
pronounced like Wettach?'
"Here is one belated answer to that inquiry: I have known many men
born and bred in North Carolina who are alien to its spirit and its
institutions. I have known others born and bred as far away as Pittsburgh, and farther, who have come to Chapel Hill and taken root and
grown and flourished in this soil. In my book, they are the authentic
native sons of North Carolina and the University of North Carolina and
Chapel Hill. You are one of them, and Alpha is another, and your
children, of course, are first generation natives.
"Fred's remembrance reminded me of a story Billy Carmichael told
of his father in an Alumni meeting in New York while he was listening
to a football game report and heard that Sniscak was carrying the ball
for Carolina. "Sniscak!" he exclaimed, "Sniscak! What is my Alma
Mater coming to? It doesn't sound like a North Carolina name to me!"
And then reports came in: "Sniscak gains twenty yards for a first down.
. . . Sniscak completes a forward pass. . . . Sniscak carries the ball
for a touchdown." And Mr. Carmichael turned to Billy and said: "Son,
Sniscak did sound a little unusual the first time I heard it. But when
you hear it over and over and over again it begins to sound as good
as Carmichael." And so we all say of Wettach, particularly when it
carries Robert as a modifying adjective.
"I am sure you know, without being told, that your failure to come
to your office the other day, followed by your going to the hospital,
brought a stillness at this end of the hall. When Ruth Strong told me
you were on the "critical" list, I told her you had never been critical of
anybody in your life. When she said you had to have "transfusions," I
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told her there ought not to be any difficulty about that, for I had seen
you giving and getting transfusions over and over again in the fellowship of friends. When she said you had a "rare" type of blood, I told
her I had known that ever since I met you in the fall of 1921. 'Oh, you
know what I mean,' she said. 'Of course I do,' I answered, 'and you
know what I mean too.' She said she did.
"This morning Ruth came in and said you were doing fine. I replied:
That news makes me understand what Henry IV meant in the television performance of the Age of Kings the other evening when good
news came to him in the middle of the gloom: 'Westmoreland! thou art
a summer bird which ever in the haunch of winter sings the lifting up
of day.' So say we all !"
In the fall of 1964 one of his students wrote this letter to members
of the faculty who had taught him in Law School:
"I am not sure why I got in the car and drove eighty miles to
attend Mr. Wettach's funeral; but I believe that if I can put it right it
is this: all of you did something really important for me. You jointly
and singly equipped me to perform my life's work. You have made it
possible for me not only to make a good living, but to make that
living serving the law with love, and that's right important to me. I
hope to live my life in such a way that it will come to be important
to others too.
"I have no other ambition than to do what I am doing well, give my
family a good home, give my children as good an opportunity as my
father who drove a truck and educated me by the sweat of his brow
and strength of his shoulder gave me. And perhaps when it is all behind
me, and if I have done it well, and if there is then such a need, I will
follow in the footsteps of men from the Law School, the University,
and Chapel Hill who have gone before me in public service undertakings."
Bob Wettach would have loved this letter.

VII
PROSPECT AND RETROSPECT
The University of North Carolina has been identified with legal education in North Carolina from its beginning. Archibald Debow Murphey
started his pre-law education in the University in 1796 and went out
from his graduating class in 1799 to study law in the office of William

